China's implementation of international refugee law and its asylum policies have long been of interest to numerous state and international non-state actors, especially regarding specific migrant groups in China. Despite China's high regards for international refugee law and a firm belief in the importance of international protection of refugees and asylum-seekers, international observers often argue that China is not meeting its legal obligations under international refugee law. The finding of this research is, despite China's past implementation of favorable asylum policies, and improvements in its application of international refugee law, including the beginning stages of drafting a national refugee law; there remains a gap between China's implementation of international refugee law and international norms. Thus, reforms are needed in China's asylum practices so that it is consistent with international practices. One key factor for this gap is, China's current legal framework and policies do not offer a long-term and durable solution for some refugees and asylum-seekers. Additionally, its asylum framework does not provide all conditions expected of a State that is a party to the "Refugee Convention". Furthermore, China's asylum policies differ among "persons in need of protection" regarding treatment and reception policy.
Introduction

The Introduction and Background
As of June 2017, 65.6 million people in the world were forcibly displaced from their homes. According to United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (hereinafter "UNHCR") 1 , 22.5 million of these persons were refugees 2 . Since 1951, when the international community established the "United Nations Convention relating to the Status of Refugees" ("Refugee Convention"), many countries have come to recognize, respect and adopt this international legislation.
Over time and with the emergence of new situations concerning refugees, a "Protocol relating to the Status of Refugees" ("1967 Protocol") was entered into force on 4 October 1967. The "1951 Convention" and "1967 Protocol" (collec- tively referred to as the "Refugee Convention") 3 are the principle international instruments that have been established for the protection of asylum seekers and refugees. For this research, the use of the term "asylum-seeker" refers to the UN High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) definition which defines "asylumseekers" as people who flee their own country and seek sanctuary in another country, they apply for asylum-the right to be recognized as a refugee and receive legal protection and material assistance. An asylum seeker must demonstrate that his or her fear of persecution in his or her country is well-founded.
The term "refugee" is also based on UNHCR's definition that is defined as someone who has been forced to flee his or her country because of persecution, war, or violence. A refugee has a well-founded fear of persecution for reasons of race, religion, nationality, political opinion or membership in a particular socials group. Most likely they cannot return home or are afraid to do so.
The People's Republic of China [henceforth Mainland China] has acceded the "1951 Refugee Convention" and its "1967 Protocol" but with reservations. While accession to the "Refugee Convention" and its "1967 Protocol" is a significant step towards protecting "persons in need of protection," China has been accused of not effectively implementing the "Refugee Convention." Becoming a signatory of the "Refugee Convention" is a significant step towards protecting refugees and asylum seekers.
Around the time China began implementing its unprecedented "opening and With an increasing number of asylum seekers, and with encouragement and support from both UNHCR, Chinese legal scholars and researchers, China has sought to draft a national refugee law."
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. This move will likely address current and past asylum issues, such as those of Indochinese refugees that have resided in
China for more than thirty years but still lack certain rights afforded them under international refugee law. While completing its drafting a national refugee law would be a significant step forward for China in the further implementation of the international refugee law, it is important that this law mirrors the "Refugee Convention" to ensure consistency with international practice as discussed below.
Challenges and Suggestions for Implementing International Refugee Legislation in China
As a sovereign State, China had a right to accept or reject the "Refugee Conven- sides, there are risks associated with granting bogus asylum claimants, protection.
In sum, friendships with its neighbors, bi-lateral treaties, public security and its desire for regional stability are some challenges Chinese authorities take into consideration before full implementation of the Refugee Convention.
Effectiveness of Implementing International Refugee Law in China
Due to challenges, one can easily doubt whether China could effectively implement international refugee law. However, geopolitical, existing bi-lateral treaties, public security concerns, and regional stability should not be ignored and should be taken into consideration when implementing international refugee law. China can effectively implement international refugee law, which includes drafting a national refugee law; however, it should do so with "Chinese characteristics." . Therefore, with balance, i.e., carefully factoring in its national interests, China can effectively implement international refugee law, which includes efficiently drafting a national law that benefits all asylum-seekers and refugees within its border. 
Towards Protection
Conclusion
China should be commended as being one of a handful of states in Asia that is a Member State of the "1951 Refugee Convention" and its "1967 Protocol." Industrialized nations critical of China's asylum policies should remember the complex challenges it faces with its asylum system and implementation of international laws. China's current laws do offer some form of protection to refugees and asylum seekers; however, they are limited in scope. China's current immigration law and policies do not provide a durable long-term solution for immigrants, such as enabling them to become permanent residents or naturalized. 
